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ZONING COMMISSION ORDER NO . cSC~
CASE NO . 75®~

December 14, 197P

On February 12, 197~r, the ?aping Cammissicn, by Order
Na .

	

87,

	

adapted

	

changes

	

of zaning

	

far perh aps

	

of that area
of the District of Calurr~bia knawn as Friendship Heights, baunded
by Western Avenue an the ncrth,F sseta en Street an the south,
41st Street an the east and 47th Street an the west . At that
time, the Can}mission directed that additional hearings be
scheduled an the prapased sectional development plan far the
area . However, that actian had to await formal adaptian by
the Cammissicn of Zoning Regulations governing the preparation,
processing and adaptian of all sectional development plans .
Such regulations were adapted by the Cammissicn by Order No . 97,
dated September 27, 1974 .

`luly 1, 1974, Section 2O~ of the District of Columbia
Self Government and Governmental Rearganization Act (the Home
Ruie Act} transferred to the Mayor the central planning
authority of the District to caardinate planning activities and
to ~arepare the Cistrict elements of the Car~prehensive P1ar~ . On
January 2, 1975, the Hame Rule A,ct altered the campasitian of
the Zoning Cammissicn, to replace the Mayor, and Chairman and
Vice~Chairman of the Gity Council with three citizen members
nominated by the Mayor and canfir~~ed by the Council .

On June 12, 1975, the Zoning Cammissicn reviewed the
circumstances which had transpired regarding Friendship Heights
and directed that a public hearing an the prapased Sectional
Development Plan be held . Such a hearing was held on December
1O and 11, 1975 . Following the class of the hearing, and
after extensive input from the Municipal Planning Office, the

iendship Neighborhaad Caalitian, affected owners of cammer~
cial and residential property in the area and many ether
interested individuals and groups, the Cammissicn held a series
of workshops on the prapased plan . After preparatian of a
prapased arder by the staff, the Car~~n=~ issian held anather
public hearing an January 6, 197 to receive public comment
on that prapased arder° .

9



z .c . arder ~® . ~5a
Case Ho . 75~C
Page 2

After having given extensive consideration to all of
the testimany and evidence, the Zaning Commission has determinedthat it is not appropriate to adapt the proposed Sectianal
Development Plan for the following reasons :

l . The Sectional Development Plan proposed is essentially
a planning dacument , not ~ zonin~~ " ~°~~rent . Dvarall
zoning changes prorrlpted by the Friendship Heights
planning process ~~ave already been made . The proposed
sectianal development plan contains provisions which
are beyond the authority of the Zoning Cammission to
act open, including proposals far street and alley
closings, and capital improvements .

2 . There is no specific case before the Zoning Commissian
which the proposed plan would effect . It would be
inappropriate for the Commission t.o adapt guidelines
for potential future zoning cases when the templets
retard of specific facts cancerning those eases is
not before the Cammission .

3 . The proposed plan would not be binding open property
owners, area residents or a future Zoning Commission,
but would be purely advisory . The Cammission will not
render advisory apinions in advance of specific cases
being presented .

At the time the entire concept of Sectianal Development
Plan was originally initiated, the District had na
authority to do local planning, and the SDP regulation
was seen as a method to pravide an orderly local
process for land use planning . Adaption of the Hame
Rule Act has given to the District, and specifically
to the Playor and the City Council, the authority to
prepare and adapt a comprehensive plan and all its
elements . The Zaning Cammission will not interfere
with the prerogatives of the Mayor and Council to do
1oca1 planning . The Commission further believes that
it would be presumptive of the powers of the favor and
Council for the Zoning Commissian to recorr~mend plans
to those bodies .

The Zoning Cammission hates specifically that in its decision
an th'IS matter s the Cammission ta~;eS na oasitian an the merltS
of the proposals contained in the particular plan . The plan
was presented to the Zaning Commissian in connection with the
rezoning accomplished ita lgi4, and served as a proper basis far
the decision made in the specific case at issue at that time .
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The Gammission believes that the plan far Friendship HeigPtts
is a valuable dacument which i~as received cansiderable
public and private input and comment . The Gammission would
be pleased far the ~lurricipal Planning Office to submit the
pl an

	

to

	

the

	

Gomr~i ssi an

	

ar

	

the

	

Board

	

of

	

?ani ng

	

P,dj us tment

	

far
apprapriate consideratian an any specific case pending befare
either° ane of those bodies .

In consideratian of the reasans set Earth herein, it
is therefare ardered that Gase No . 75-G is hereby DISRiISSE

Vate of the Gammission taken at the public meeting held an
~Sovember 9, 19780 4-O (,!alter B . Lew+is, Theadare F . Mariani,
Jahn G .

	

Farsons

	

anG

	

Gee~rge

	

~" .

	

~±hi to

	

to

	

di smi ss ,

	

Ruby

	

B .

	

McZi er
not

	

present,

	

not

	

vr,ti ng } .

~1RLTER B . LEt~1S~
Chairman

	

Executive Director

This arder was adopted by tire Zanina Gamrrissian at its public
meeting heid an Decer~ber l~, 19'8 by a vote of B-O (Theodore
F, h9ariani, Ruby B . PicZier, falter B . Lewis, Jahn O . Parsons
and George M . ~~hite to adapt) .

In accordance with Section 3 .F of the Rules r}f Practice and
Procedure

	

befare

	

the

	

Zani ng

	

Gammi ssi can

	

o~r~,th..e ~Di s fir i ct

	

of
Columbia, this arder is effective on


